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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C, § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 February 2006 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-finaL 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD, 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim (s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claimfs) 1-19 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C, § 1 19{a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents- have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-152) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejectiohs - 35 USC § 103 

1 . Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U!S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ewen et al. (US 4,530,914) in view of Reddy et al. (US 5,648,428) and Miya et al. (US 
4,931 ,417) for the same rationale as set forth in the previous Office action mailed 
August 19,2005, 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed February 20, 2006 havei been fully considered. The 
objection to the Specification and the rejection under 35 USC 112, 2"^ paragraph are 
withdrawn in view of the amendments of October 6. 2005. However, the rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) is maintained. 

Applicants argue that Reddy does not teach combining the second catalyst with 
the first activated first catalyst in the substantial absence of additional activator. 
Applicants also argue that, to combine the disclosures of Reddy and Ewen, one would 
have to not activate one of the two Reddy catalysts and/or one would have to replace 
the Ziegler catalyst with a second metallocene. It is the examiner's position that 
applicants arguments are irrelevant to the rejection of record. Ewen is the primary 
reference which teaches a catalyst composition comprising two metallocene catalysts, 
while Reddy, the secondary reference, is only for remedy the missing element of diluent 
of mineral or silicon oil in Ewen's catalyst composition. As shown in the previous Office 
action, Reddy explicitly teaches suspending the metallocene catalyst solid particulates 
in mineral oil (col. 5, line 7-40). The purpose of suspending the catalyst composition in 
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a diluent sucli as mineral oil is for easy handling and minimizing the contacting of the 
catalyst with harmful material, therefore, it would have been obvious to suspend Ewen's 
catalyst composition is a diluent of mineral or silicone oil for the said benefit unless 
there is showing of criticality and unexpected results. Applicants have not yet shown 
any obvious difference between the instant claims and the teaching of the cited prior art; 
thus, the rejection is still deemed to be proper. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Caixia Lu whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-1 106. 
The examiner can normally be reached from 9:00 am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful and the matter 
is urgent, the examiner's supervisor, David Wu, can be reached at (571) 272-1114. The 
fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(571)273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1700. 




Caixia Lu, Ph. D. 
Primary Examiner 



